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MEMORANDUM

SUBJECT: Request for Removal Action -m

Asbestos Site, St. Louis Misseourit
ACTION MEMORANDUM

- Maline Creek

< QTgﬁ. [

FROM: Donald F. Hamera CZEWS“*“Q NS
FIRE/EP&R/ENSV @
Cuwao; 4?6 <
TO: Morris Kay ‘}b «eS.
Regional Administrator ! ‘?QQ
Lo o5 Cen '
THRU : Billy J. Fairless, Director
ENSV

CERCLIS ID#:
SITE 1ID:

CATEGORY OF REMOVAL: @hts—is—a kime critical .
The proposed actions 11 mi ;Agat ublic health th
frof act %/an pef%¥t1 é&p to tr-ﬁ}x
,sheé/}nglmyter%/} And ir 1a,zon 1ch contalns as t

NATIONALLY SIGNIGICANT: YES

for /the Certainteed- Maline Creek Site, St. Louis Missouri. his
acfion wall mitigate pup;; ealth‘,hreag/,pcs tial
exposire Yo agbestos \laden matekials~Tocated at this si his is

a Mationally”significant site.
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IT. SITE CONDITIONS AND BACKGROUND T Lot i\ Y
Te mece ’
A. SITE DESCRIPTION (s ede P
. oy, LS
erp o 1. Removal Site Evaluation C;xl‘r
0’\ The Certainteed and GAF Corporations manufactured

products containing asbestos at thisfuntil manufacturlng ceased in

1Q\{Séq 979, The former Certainteed property is now owned by P.G.

nvestments. Branch Metal Processing, owned by P.G. Investments

¥ and Gateway Container Port, Inc presently occupy the site. Clark
0):y"ﬁropertles of Hazelwood, Mlssourl now owns the former GAF site.

This property is now occupled by the New Era Group, Riverview
Industrial Services, and Macmillan - Blodill Building Materials.

The Certainteed and GAF companies had been landfilling their

" waste materials in a commmon area (approximatly 7 acres, adjacent

Jcﬁy to Maline Creek) which lies_between the two plants. Also an area
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s allowed , as the material was be-kw
interspearsed among trees and heavy vegatation and at that time did
HQ_ not pose a threat. The Administrative Order was issued to the GAF dh”¢lﬁgm*
ka V_ . Corporation, however the Certainteed Corporati the o chteX
s cost of closing the landfill. The companies hired a consulting ,(, Ao
&ﬂﬁr—firm to draw up closure plans to comply with Missouri Solid Waste fog v
uup Management Laws.

J&*\_‘ The landfill was capped with soil and a grass stand —+ wbet
f)m-\- established. Also rip-rapp was positioned on a portion of the 4&.‘“&
L Maline Creek to help stabilize the bank. Both the EPA and the MDNR G%QﬁL\%m

o Aﬂ;\ inspected the landfill after the work was completed. Both agencies

" approved the closure actions taken at this time. —— *“\xxquZi&

In January of 1982 the Metropolitan Sewer District (MSD) .

conducted a cleanup in liew of future stream channelization k&v

improvements along a 2.5 mile stretch of Maline Creek, a portion of ; Ja \

which passes through the Certainteed and GAF propertles. MSD is ““*W

awarded the project to the Bennish & Bommarito Construction

Company. This worked entailed cutting some trees, removing debris

from the creek and hauling ACM from the northwest corner of the

Certainteed property. A crane and wrecking ball were then used to

smooth out the remaining ACM into the Creek Bank. This

aforementioned area was previously allowed to remain undistured in

the original closure action as it was believed that the heavy brush

would abate the threat of airborne particle asbestos. Without the

cover of brush and trees this area has eroded severly, thus

exposing this landfilled material.

2. Physical Location

The Certainteed Maline Creek Asbestos Site is located
just off 600 St. Cyr Road in the corporate limits of Riverview and
Bellfontaine Neighbors in Metropolitan St. Louis Missouri. Maline
Creek runs adjacent to the Certainteed/GAF properties and empties
into the Mississippi River approximately 1/2 mile downstrea
Approximately 150-200 people live in a residential neighborhood
located just west of the site. Also a nursing home is located

approximately 350 ft. to the northwest.
OJ%G&M -

3. Site Characteristics o " ehandezdd s 3%&&\7

The former Certainteed an GAF facilities comprise
numerous manufacturing buildings / and a common landfill
(approximately 7 acres) which lies /in between the two plants.
Also Mallne Creek runs adjacent to the facilities and separates the
ho §1C ubdivision from the landfilled asbestos. There is an

000 sq. ft. of exposed ACM located in the northwest
gorper_ of the Certainteed site. This material wasn't included in
the/original closure action. Large amounts of ACM are located near

and have fallen into Maline Creek. Maline—€reek—empties—into—th
,sissippi—River””ﬁprox1mateLy I/ 2~mite—downrstrean.
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4. Releases or threatened release into the environment of
a hazardous substance, pollutant or contaminant.

Asbestos containing transite pipe, sheeting, and
insulation material exist in great quantity in and around the
Maline Creek. Test results confirm that Chrysotile and Crocidolite
asbestos are located on site in concentrations ranging from 15% to
85%. There is friable and potentially friable asbestos material on
site could potentially migrate to nearby populations. Approximately
1000 sg. ft. of ACM is exposed near the Maline Creek bank. There
are approximately 150-200 people who live just west of the site.
The backyards of many of this residents border Maline Creek.

Friable Asbestos has _been identified on site and is a
hazardous substance as define€d by Section 101 ) of CERCLA and
listed in the table of 407 CFR Section 302. (List of Hazardous
Substances and Reportable Quantities). Alsd the potential exists
for more of the matetial to become friable as the weathering
process takes its on the tréansite pipe and sheeting
material.

5. NPL Status

This site is not on, nor has it been proposed for, the
National Priorities List.

B. Other Actions to Date.
1. Previous Actions

As stated earlier the MSD conducted a stream cleanup
in the northwest corner of the Certainteed property in January of
1982. The MSD conducted a cleanup on a 2.5 mile stretch of the
Maline Creek which included the Certainteed/GAF property. The
construction company which was awarded the contract, Bennish &
Bommarito, spent 2 weeks hauling away ACM from this area. Because
of the large amount of ACM in this area, the construction company
decided to use a wrecking ball to incorporate the rest of the ACM
into the bank of Maline Creek to smooth out the channel. From file
information this cleanup project is the last known work at this
site, other than the original closure action completed in the
Spring of 1980. There have been numerous investigations by both
State and Federal officials, some of which have been in response to
citizen complaints about the site.

2. Current Actions

oposed removal action will protect the public
health by removing 2he friable-asbestos material—and-ether asbestos
material on site.
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C. STATE AND LOCAL AUTHORITIES' ROLE
1. State and Local Actions to date.
The MDNR oversaw and inspected the original closure
project. MDNR has also performed periodic inspections since the

closure action.

2. Potential for Continued State/local response

?22227227227?2222?2?2? Many dquestions here. If—this project is
carried out who will be responsible for mdintanence?/How can this
be handled? (_ — LL—éBwMJLél
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IIT. THREATS TO PUBLIC HEALTH OR WELFARE OR THE ENVIRONMENT, AND
STATUTORY AND REGULATORY AUTHORITIES

A. THREATS TO PUBLIC HEALTH OR WELFARE

The potential release of airborne, friable asbestos
threatens the nearby residents and industrial employees. As the
transite pipe and other asbestos containing materials continue to
weather and break down, asbestos fibers may become airborne and
pose an inhalation threat to nearby populations. The transite pipe
and other asbestos materials are located just 120 - 150 ft g&gm
nearby subdivision residents. From the 0il and Hazarddous
Material/Technical Assistance Data System (OHM/TADS), the chronic
health risk from long term continued inhalation of asbestos dust
results in asbestosis, a form of pneumocoiosis. The primary effect
of inhalation is an interstitial pulmonary fibrosis. Asbestosis can

increase the risk of lung cancer. &QﬁQN@;p (—\T_ AKX S
o QfSUL“D&ﬁki. rome
B. THREATS TO THE ENVIRONMENT oMW, sy L Qe o™
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Asbestos fibers could affect the aquatic populations in AT

N
e tbg'the Maline Creek and the Mississippi River. Asbestos fibers W

o oLt
have been known to travel 75 miles from their point of release. See,4§°4*

Attachment ( ). Qb
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IV. ENDANGERMENT DETERMINATION aer >

Actual or threatened releases of hazardous substances,
pocllutants or contaminants from this site, if not addressed by
implementing the response action selected in this Action
Memorandum, may present an imminent and substantial endangerment to
the public health, welfare, or the environment.

V. DPROPOSED ACTIONS AND ESTIMATED COSTS
A. PROPOSED ACTIONS DAVE you can disregard from here on

down (* Except ARARS Section) as this will change drasically when
Tapan study is complete.



1. Proposed Action Description

The proposed action involves the removal and proper
disposal of the asbestos material which is exposed around Maline
Creek. The asbestos material will be will be disposed of in
accordance with all State and Local Regulations. The exposed
asbestos transite pipe and other material will be removed and the
Maline Creek bank will be stabilized utilizing a proper engineering
design.

2. Contribution to Remedial Performance

This action is expected to complete the response at this
site. Operation and Maintenence of any bank stabilization
structures will be the responsibility of the ?. No other remedial
action is expected on this site.

3. Description of alternative technologies

The transportation and disposal of the asbestos waste is
the standard procedure. A proper endgineering design will be
utilized to construct the appropriate bank stabilization structure
to ensure the stabilization of Maline Creek. No other technology
is considered feasible or relevant.

4. Applicable or relevant and appropriate requirements

This removal action will be conducted to eliminate the

threat or potential threat of a hazardous substance, pollutant or

¢ ¢« contaminant p uant to CERCLA, 42 U.S.C.79601 et seq., and in a

5B9 manner consistafit with the National Contingency Plan, 40 CFR Part
&P 300 as required at 33 U.S.Cé§1321(c)(2) and 42 U.S.CL§9605.

_ 0 As per LCER 300. 415(1% fund financed removal actions
v > under CERCLA Section 104 and removal actions pursuant to CERCLA

<;@QV>;Q&PSectlonﬁ 106 shall, to the extent practicable, considering the
exigencies of the 51tuat10n, attain the applicable or relevant and
e appropriate requirements under Federal Environmental Law, including
zi\ "but not limited to, the Safe Drinking Water Act (SWDA), 42 U.S.C.
QEL 300 et seq., the Clean Air Act (CAA), 42 U.S.C. 1251 et seq., the
p> Resource Conservation and Recovery Act, 42 U.S.C. 6901 et. seq., or
any promulgated standard, applicable or relevant and appropriate
requirements, criteria, or limitation under a State Environmental
or facility siting law that is more stringent than any Federal
standard, requirement, criteria, or 1limitation contained in a
program approved, authorized or delegated by the Administrator and
identified to the President by the State.
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5. Project Schedule

The arrangements for removal and disposal of the asbestos
containing material as well as the design and construction of the
stabilization structure can begin after approval of this Action

Memorandumn.
B. Estimated Costs

Extramural Costs

ERCS.cvteuensoreonacnionannanans 200000 .
TAT . eeeeecoca . cseeascccssesnesssd0000
CONSTRUCTION...........;... ..... 300000
Subtotal, Extramural Costs...... 550000
Extramural Costs Contingency |
(20%) e evevanne eeesssessea110000
Total, Extramural Costs......ccc.. 660000

Intramurél Costs

EPA Direct Costs.....ccceuuenn 30000
EPA Indirect Costs....ceeeueen 90000
Total, Intramural Costs...........lzoobo

Total, Removal Project Ceiling....780000

VI.
NOT TAKEN.

!

If this proposed, removal action is not
containing material will continue to weather,
a potential inhalation hazard to humans livin

EXPECTED CHANGE IN THE SITUATION SHOULD ACTION BE DELAYED OR

/42““”}01
aken, the asbestos

reakapart and cause
in nearby area. Also

\ggpwuasbestas_cnnti;nlmg—ﬁafe;ia1 will continue to'/slough off into

Maline Creek threatening the Aquatic life both i

and the Mississippi River.

VII. OUTSTANDING POLICY ISSUES

the Maline Creek

A9

This site is natjonally significant because it deals with

asbestos. No nationa
asbestos and any
headquarters.

emoval

action

2

requires concurrance

clean-up standard has been established fgr
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VIII. ENFORCEMENT

A PRP search will be initiated to gather evidence from
the site in order to identify ggmérator PRP's.

IX. Recommendation

This decision document represents the selected removal action
for the gettainteed Maline Creek Site in St. Louis Missouri,
developed in accordance with CERCLA, as—amendedy.. and not
inconsistent with the NCP. This dec€ision is based on the
administrative record for the site. Conditions at the site meet
the NCP section 300.415(b) (2) criteria for a removal and I
recommend your approval of the proposed removal action. The total
project ceiling,if approved will be $780000. Of this, an estimated
660@00 comes ff%m the Regiéﬁal removal allowance.



